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ABSTRACT

1 Monitoring of substantiatontractor works to cut a new course Tarrkey (aka MaidensiBrook, and of
cuts for new wetland areas, allowed the detailed recording of Pleisthegten (= Kempton Park)
Gravels and early Holocene clays including evidence for paleochannels cutea¢rdifstages of the
depositional sequence.

1 There was little evidender pre C19th human activity, but a single large sherd suggested a Medieval dat
for alluviation overlaying the early Holocene clays. Latativity was represented by field boundary,
C19th and later land drainage features and a WWII public air raid shelter.

INTRODUCTION

1 At the commission oflan Russell, Principal Engineer Watercourses TeamRedevelopment and
Environmental WorksLondon Borough of Enfield (LBE), the Enfield Archaedlcsj Society (EAS)
prepared a ArchaeologicaDesktop Study fostream redirection andwvetland creation works iAlbany
Park, Enfield(Figs 1 and 2)n April 2018. Suosequently the EAS also prepared for him a \&&lering
both thestream redirection andvetland creation works

1 The EAS undertook, in accordance with the WSI,ttumitoring of the workgwhich were delayed by the
coronavirus crisispetween6/8/20and9/10/2Q and subsequently a programme of schools outreach work
basel on the C19th and later finds from the site

1 The work was allocated site codd’B20 by the Museum of Londqgrwas directed byMartin J. Dearne
and principally carried out byeil Pinchbeckand Judith Stones

OBJECTIVES AND METHODS
Theobjectives of the work were:

1 To establistwhether any archaeological features or deposits were priesthigt area to be modified into
wetlandsor the newly cut seam channednd if so to record them;

1 to record the stratigraphic sequence revealed witticpkar reference to théleistocene and early
Holocenedepositsanticipatedo be present;

1 and to recover any archaeological artefactscofactsevealed by the work.

The methodology of the work was:

TA O6strip, map and sampl ed exerci se Omaampletionde r t
co nt r afat btaded Buckemachineremoval of topsoilin the areas to be further excavated or re
landscaped any features were visually identifiednmdal and sample excavated to establish their form
and dateThese stripped aredfig. 3) were larger than the areasbsequentlcut to a greater depth
(below) and comprisedrea 1,a northern area of approximatéyd80 nt (with an unmonitored extension
to the east disturbed by earlieorth southgas maininstallatior); and two southern areas (the eastern
Area 2,c. 476 nt and the westegrArea 3,c. 2,020 nd).

1 Within the stripped areadeepercontractorcuts made with aariety of sizes of flat bladed buckédts
create the new stream channel and wetland céll4 and in connection with works to redirect an existing
gas main (and install a new electricity cabl@re subsequently furthenonitoredto identify ard recover
or sample any potentially significant finds/deposits and to record the full stratigraphic succession

1 Monitoring proceeded in stages,Anea 1from west to east as contractors cut a broad corridor to a depth
of 1.30 m thenthe line of the new channei further stages (most recording beind 80,1.60and 1.70
m depth stages) agell as cut dargenew gas main installation pih stagego deptts up to 3.40 m (to
+13.90 m ODMJt the east end of th{Eig. 4).

1 Recording here comprised drawections, and photographic records, which cumulatiakbyved the full
stratigraphic succession to be evaluated and documented.

1 Subsequent monitoring of the cutting of the shallowetland cellsimaximumc. 1.95 m deep in the
centre of wetland cell 2domprised observation of a representative proportion of the contractor cuts ftc
establishand recordany variation from the stratigraphy observed in the streafgagimain installation
pit (Fig. 5).

1 Furthermonitoringfocused oran electricity cable trenglespeciallyeast of the gas mainstallationpit
where itencountered a WWII air raid shelter, furtheartsof which wererecorded as they wedeared
and then partially removedgFig. 4).

1 A representative proportion of the spoil from the cutting of tbeper parts of the site watsoscreened
for artifacts and ecofacts.
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HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL BACKGROUND
Albany Parklies just west of the flood plain of the River Léa the east of the London Borough of
Enfield (Fig. 1). Itis situated between Helane to the south, the pmeorks course offTurkey (aka
Maidens)Brook to the north and a north south railway line to the east in Enfield Lock/Enfield (Figsh
2). The site is apublicly accessible park in the ownership of the LBE awks not lay in an
Archaeological Priority Area.
The land now forming Albany Park was part of a large common field called Eastfield, stretching from th
Hertford Road east to the River Lea marshes, during the Medieval and Early Modern periods (Pam 19
67). By 1866 thdéand later to form the park comprised the fields of College Farm (OS 1866 edition).
The course of Turkey Broolprior to the current works forming the northern boundary of the, park
represents straight artificial channel cut €821 to divert the brookidm its original coursevhich ran
south from the east end of Turkey Street, followed the east side of the Hertford Road and then turned ¢
at Bell Lane and flowed along its line to the River Lea. The diversion was necessitated by the taet that
sectio of the brook on the eastern sidetlud Hertford Road (known as Horsepoolstones) was subject to
flooding which could render the road impassgBlam 1990307,andPlI. 3.
Albany Park was formed in June 1902 by Enfield Urban District Council who raieoh af £4,100 to
purchase 17.5 acres Gbllege Farmand, bounded on the north kijie new course ofurkey Brook,but
not stretching as fasn the souttasBell Laneor as far east abie Cambridgéine operated by th&reat
Eastern Railways (Whitake911, 344; Pam 1992, 8#jg. 6). In the early twentieth century it was still
bordered bysmall fields on the south, eastern and western sides (OSti&Rkih; Fig. 7)
In the absence of any evidence of the use of the Wdbaay in the area before the ctean of the park,
the name is presumed to commemorate Prince Leopold, Duke of Albany-(1883), youngest son of
QueenVictoria (Dalling 1982, or his own son
By 1913the original area of the park had been furnished with a serpentine perimeter pateardg.
6). One of several small fields on the eastern side, adjacent to the railway, was being cultivated
allotment gardens (OS 1913 editjdrig. 6). An enclosure in the north west corner of the park was also
taken into use as allotments and a band stand built close to the western section of the perinister patt
1920(0S 1920Cedition; Fig. 7).
Between 1935 and 1938 the allotments fell into disuse and the area of the park was extended to tak
the whole of he field area to the east of College Farm, giving access from Bell Lane. In 1937 Colleg
Farm was added to the park (Pam 1994, 245), although the buildings of the farm remained standing i
the post war period from OS map evidence. A tennis court wasadtsed on the western side of the
park, together with public lavatories to the north of the bandstand, by 1938 (OS 1935/1938 l&dition,
7).
However, asection of College Farm adjacent to the south west corner of the paidssaeveloped as
the site ® Albany Secondary Modern School for Boys and Girls which opened in T98H, 256;Fig.
5).
There are noecords ofWWII structuresn the park butthe records of WWiInstallationsin this part of
Enfield are pooflan JonesEAS pers. com.pnd the pesent work demonstrated that it was the sitatof
least onepublic air raid shelterit is also thought tohave beerthe approximatelocation of a gas
decontamination centre.
OS map evidence shows that by 1960 perimeter patto the park had beesxterded to encompass the
larger park area and the bandstand no loegested (it may already have beeroved south from its
original position, to be level with the south edge of the bowling green, befareeitsualremova). By
1967, the public lavatorielsad also been removeahd embankments screening the eastern side of the
park from the railwayhad beeradded.Pipeline markersonfirm that the1967 North London gas ring
main crosses the centre of the park from east to aredthe appearance of the embankmétins1967
probably indicates that they are composed from the spoil of the gas main @d®67 editionFig.
2). (A doubleavenue ofyoung trees hasecentlybeen plantedunningeast west across the centre of the
parkflanking the line of the gas mafRig. 2).)
No previous archaeological work hascurredon the site.
The most significant archaeological records inithenediatear ea r el ate to the f
Nursery at TQ 365 990(now Prince of WalesPrimary School which opened in 1950
(www.princeofwales.enfield.sch.uk)), approximately 450 m east of the park. Early twentieth centur
finds here in well digging includea group of woolly mammotiMammuthugprimigeniud bones and an
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almost complete tuskGLHER 080580) together with a Levallois handaxe and flake. A second find
(GLHER 080601) from the same site was a separate mammoth tooth and an unnumbered GLHER el
also records a Levallois flake recovered by Samuel Hazzledine Warren ¢ 1920.

Levalloislithics are very rare and may constitute evidence for the presetenodneanderthalensis

the areaRecords of the finds are poor, constitutimgy brief notes in Warreet al (1934, 101f) but the
principal archaeological interest of thpFesent site was the opportunity it afforded to examine the
Pleistocene to early Holocene deposit succession in the light of these early twentieth century finds
Later periods are not well represented by archaeological evidence in this part of Enfieltfcawaye
actual line of the River LeaAt Innova Science Park, 1 Km north east of Albany Park, late
Pleistocene/early Holocene environmental deposise recorded along wita Mesolithic (11,000
5,500 BP) flint scatter, a Middle Bronze Age (3,508,700 BP) channel revetment and middens and an
Iron Age/early Roman (2,0701,850 BP) roundhouse, pottery, ditchesst holes and trackways (Ritchie
2008).However, thoughhis multi-period site suggests the exploitation of tha&rgins of the River Ledt

may well not bedirectly relevant tareassuch as the present site, further west and just beyyandver
flood plain.

Indeed, he EAS recently recovered evidence for an early Holocene peat bog being present at Prince
Wales Park, 600 m to the east Albany Park Pinchbeck 201)7 during archaeological workalso
involving Museum of London ArchaeologfHolloway 2017) Though twostruck lithics were also
recovered,tis may suggedihatmuchlandwest ofthe floodplain of the R. Lesaw less prehistori€ not
early historic exploitationand often constituted marshland/water meadow at lagdet the early
historicMedieval period, from whichperiodsfew finds are knowin this area

THE STRATIGRAPHIC SEQUENCE

ThePleistoceneand Early HoloceneGraveland ClayDeposits
(Figs 8i 16; for section locations see Figs 4 and 5)

)l
T

The earliest deposits contactedre in Area 1 andcepresented a complex of Pleistocene graaetsclays
which varied in their details across the sitel included filled palechannels.

The earliest deposit recorded was [26], a coarse brown (7.5 YR 4/4) gravel comprising mainly rounc
flints (up to 0.04 m) with some coarse saoder 0.74 mthick with an upper surface afi4.65m OD in
Sectionl at the east end @rea 1 It was overlain by [25], 0.30 m of compacted brown (7.5 Y 4/2) clay
with some coarse sari8ectionl).

Over [25] aloose yellowish red (5 YR 4/8) to dark reddish brown (5 YR 3/4) ferruginous giayel
comprising rounded 0.0R 0.06 m pebbles in a sand mairbut with many of the pebbles cemented
togetherwas1.10 m thick Sectionl).

The simplest succession above this was seen across much of the cémega dbivhere the new stream
channel was cuind where several sections were recor@astijons 2, 6, 7 and& well as Sectian9 and
10 (not illustrated))and with some differencesn wetland cells I 3 in Area 3(Section 11) It is here
described pncipally as recorded isection 2yiz:

[7] had asometimesslightly undulating surfacat c. +16.80 m ODPdroppingin Area 1to the south and
eastof Section 2o c. +16.50 m OD irBection8 and c. +16.00 m OD e.g. Bection 4) Further southn
Area 3(Sectionll) it was at + 16.70 to +16.9® OD. It was generallgovered by{11], a0.027 0.10 m
(sometimesn Area 3up to 0.16 m}hick band of sterile compacted light grey (5 YR 6/1) diayArea 3

in placesbecoming a light brownish grey (10 YR 6ARpere presehtwhich separatedt from a second
gravel deposit.

This, [6], was a loose dark brown (10 YR 3/3) deposit, mainly of rounded pebbleg (0.025 m) in a
sand matrix andn Section 20.257 0.30 m thick(though it thickened towards the south and e&shis
and in place was up to 0.8t thick in Area 1, while in Area 3it thinned again to 0.20 0.40 m thick
Section1l). It often formed a fairly even deposit across tlwdulatingsurface of 11] and, like[7],
suggested deposition in a relatively high endhgyial environment.

Above it was a third gravel layer, [4),127 0.16 m thickin Section 2(and thickening to the soutf this
sectionto c¢. 0.26 mbut not present in exposuresArea 3 Sectionll). A loose dark greyish brown (10

! The mammoth remains were donated to the British Museum, Natural History and the Levallois lithics to the British Museu
(though none are now isolatable for study)
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YR 5/27 10 YR 4/2) deposit of angular and rounded stones (0-@82 m),it comprisedc. 50% flints
retaining a chalky white cortex, in a matrix of sandy silt.

In Area 1the upper limit of thePleistocene gravelas at c. £7.30 m OD inSection 2(rising a little to
the south at +17.42 m OD Bection8), andin Area 3at c. +17.10 m OD. IArea 1 0.14 m of [10], a
compacted dark brown (7.5 YR 3(2 3/4) sandy humicclay with somedarker (black) mottlesoverlay it
Howe\er, this was abseimt Area 3(Sectionll).

Threefurthervariations from this basic sequerafedepositsvere recordedmainlyin Area 1, viz:

Firstly, at the east end dArea 1, in the gas mairnstallationpit, Section3 recorded a localised variation
in [7]. Here itincorporated fivarregular horizontal 0.04 0.14 m thick bands of [23], a very compacted
deposit comprising 0.006 0.02 mfrost spalledrounded flint pebbles in a matrix of very dark greyish
brown (10 YR &) clay(PI. 1).

Secondlytowards the east end Afea 1, includingin the same gas mainstallationpit (Sectionsl, 3,4,

5, and §, the latest gravel deposjd], wasabseni{as it was in Area 3nd the overlayingumicclay [10]
was replaced by [14h compacted brown (10 YR 4/3) to light yellowish brown (10 YR 6/4), @801
0.40 mthick (or by a possible channel fill [24]; see belod4] here directly overlay6] and also
replaced [10Furtherto the south wediSection8), where it hacan upper surface at c. +17.0@7.70m
OD, but thesetwo clay deposit¢[10] and [14])are likely to have been broadly equatafgerhaps just
varying in organic content)

Thirdly, across much of the south and eashiifa 1thethin clay kand, [11], was absent between [7] and
[6] (as it was in sompartsof Area 3 Sectionll).

However,in someparts of Area Individual orsequenceof, mainly broadly north southpaleochannels
further complicated tfs basicstratigraphic gccessionThe nature of the recording precluded details

of all of them being ascertained, but they suggested shifting patterns of datnaty at different phases
during the accumulation of the gravels and clays

One suchpaleochannesequenceoccurredwest of ahigh pointin the lower gravelstahe west end of
Area 1 Here, & recordedn Section7 at the north west edge @frea 1andalso in Section9 (not
illustrated) the upper surface ¢7]/[7A]? at +17.53 m ODat the east endf the section)indicatedthat

[7] generally rose in level as it ran west far as the course of what may have been successive scoure
channels, at least two phases of which were preseh¢ exposurestudied in detailTherealsoappeared
to have been a hiaun|[ 7 ]dépssitionwhich wasinterruptedby the scouring obne of thesebroadly
north south channg{conceivablyinto the base of a larger chanmebich hadtwo successive claills.

The broad flat channel (§]) was c. 2.30 m wide and c. 0.19 deepwith a base at +16.86 m OIs
earlier and main fill ([9]) was a sterile, compacted light grey (10 YR 6/1) likayy identical tothe more
widely deposited11], and its deposition (including a thin band west of the channel) left only a much
shalbwer (0.10 m) and narrower (1.40 m wide) channel which was then filled by [8], a similar deposit bt
containing c. 50% ofsmall stones andand indistinguishable from thierruginous matrix of, and
suggesting erosion df7].

It then appears though thatpdesition of [7](or at least material indistinguishable fromdesignated [7B]
for clarity) resumechereabove the west side of and west of [b2fore another larger paleochanneBj]1
was scoured into the surface of [7] and the fills of the smalidieeahannel. This larger broadly north
south channebprobably ove5.50 m wideand0.70 m deephad a base at +17.00 m OD amatlinitially
beenpartlyfilled by 0.107 0.20 m of the gravdb] (described aboveyhich elsewhere to the east formed
one ofthe main gravel spreads

Overlaying this wasa 3.80 m wide, up to 0.30 m thick, slightly moundedse greyishdeposit, [5],
comprisng equal amounts of sandy silt and mainly rounded (but with some angular) stoneg (0.005
m). It probably represented the continuing filling (e centre of) thepaleochannel in &ower energy
environment but this was probably followed by a period cenewed?more widespreadcouringalong
and west of the line of the paleochannalncating parts of at least [5] and ,[6Efore the deposition of
the final gravel layer ([4]described aboveHerethis thickened to 0.30 grcompletng the filling of the
channeland leaving this west end oArea latc. +17.69 m OD so that it may now have formed an
elevated area, explainiraabsence dthe clay [10]here

Another north south paleochannel ([27]) cut into [6] was recorded further e&sction6, in this
instance rather more-$haped, around 3.00 m wide and up to 0.60 m,deeps filledby the clay [14]

2 [7A] was differentiated on the basis of its slightly lighter colemmpared to the resf [7], but this may have been a function of
the intensity of its iron staining due to the greater thickness of coarse gravel deposits above it.
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1 A third broadly north south paleochaniigl2]) was identifiegagaincut into [6] and down into the top of
[7], at the east end drea 1lin thegas mainnstallationpit (Section 5)Overall 3.00 m wide and 1.00 m
deep, is profile suggested a phase of recutting at some stagéng ac. 1.50 m wide and perhaps 0.50 m
deepmore steep sided basaiannelmuch of which had been filled by 0.30 m[@l], a moderately loose
greyish brown (10 YR 5/2) to light greyish brown (10 YR 6/2) gravel of rounded flint pebbles (to 0.04 m
in a sparse clay matrix.

1 Above this[20], a 0.151 0.20 m thick band of moderately loose coarse brown (10 YRflgi8pebbles
(to 0.04 m) and sommunded and angulatoneq0.005i 001 m)in ahumicsandy clay matrix, seems to
have only been deposited on the west side of the chamblblyrepresenting a phase wfore marsty
conditionsbefore two further deposifdled its broader, less steep sided upper.plrne earlierof these
upper fills [19], was a 0.40 m thick moderately loose fine dark brown (10 YR 3/3) gravel of white
cortexted rounded and angultints (0.0051 0.01 m) in a sandy clay matriguggesting reinvigoration of
the channelAbove it was [18], 0.18 m ofery compacted very dark grey (10 YR 3/1) silprobably
humic clay and fine grit.

1 There was also partial evidence of what may have beesotitberrpart of a ?much larger and relatively
late ?Thannel, perhaps meandering east west, in the northern halfgdgheain installation pih Area
1 and in the electricity cable trench to the east.dfldwever, all that was seen of it was theeedfwhat
could have been ehannel cut into clay [14] at one poir8€dction 4) andilled by [24], agravel deposit
indistinguishable from [4] which was clearly of considerable east west extent from its presehee in
vicinity of a WWII air raid sheltefsee belowyvhere [14] was again absent.

1 At one pointin Area 1(Section8) a more irregular negative feature, [15], was also identified in section.
Penetrating gravels [4] and [6] was c. 0.80 m across, 0.86 m deep, funnel shaped@pehred to have
had a basal horizontal extensjdrut this could have represented staining through leaching. The featur
suggested a void scoured in the gravels, but was only seen in sédtiad.initially been part filled by
[17], a compacted dark greyish brown (10 YR 3g2) and gravel (of up to 0.02 m rounded white
cortextedflint pebbles) in a clay matrix; then by [16], a compacted dark brown (7.5 YR 4/2 to 4/4) silty
clay.

Later Depositsand FeaturegFigs 16i 17)

1 In Area 1the gravel depositslays ([10] or [14]) were almost everywhereverlain(though at one point
(Section8) it seemed to be absery [3], 0.257 0.28 m (n Section 2)to 0.307 0.34 m {n Section7) of
dark greyish brown(10 YR 4/3) fairly compactedlayeysilt, which thinned to c. 027 0.20 m towards
the east end direa 1

1 On the southern part of the siiea Area 3 [3] was again present (c. 0.25 m thick), but here directly
overlaying the Pletscene gravel [6]A singlelarge abradedbase sherd o South Hertfordshirgype
Greyware (SHER; 1170 1350) dish/bowlvas(contractoryecovered from tis depositin the most south
westerlypart of Area 3

1 No Medieval or earlier features wedentified in [3] and only a single probably Early Modern to Modern
featurepre-dated[2], a later deposit described below

1 This included the only upstanding feature presents(E&r 17) which still formed a 0.20 m highdgein
the park and ran north sith (across wetland cell)2n Area 3 as well as extending some distance north of
the stripped area. The feature had two elements, a raised north south bank ([31]) and a flanking d
([30]). The bank had been constructed in a 0.24 m deep straightcsil@9]) through [3] so that it sat
on the gravel [6] and was formed of a core of brick fragments covered and flanked by varying amounts
redeposited gravel and clayey silt, deriving from ?[6] andaff] probably upcast from the ditco that
In someexposures it appeared to be a compacted dump of rounded pélidesoded brick fragments
forming the core were fairly soft fired, dark red and probably unfrogged. The veasnk?.34 m wide
basally where sectioned, but had probably spread to appear3@0ton wide in places, survived to c.
0.60 m high at its centre and clearly represented a former field boundary bank, present before the park
expanded in 1920 (Fi®).

1 On its west side a slightly irregularly profileddthaped ditch, [30], had proldglbeen cut into [3] and [6]
at the same time that it was built and was c. In7@ide and 0.70 m deep. It had two fills, a basal very
dark greyish brown (10 YR 3/2) clayey silt ([32]) c. 0.30 m thick and above that a brown (10 YR 5/8
clayey silt, [33].Below it the top of [7], which elsewhere hemghere not overlain by the clay [11]
showed an iron pan, appeared from a colour change (to 10 YRI&'IYR 6/2) to have been affected by
leaching from the drainage of the ditch aboVUke lowerditch fill produced a brick fragment and a base
sherd of an off white glazed English Stoneware (ENGS; 1718D0+) vessel.
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Above[3], and overlaying both the bank and ditch fill [38]], areas monitored show¢?], a0.07 7 0.10

m (in Section7 to 0.15 m) thick layer of fairly compactedmottled yellow (10 YR 8/8) and very pale
brown (10 YR 7/3) clayey silwvith very frequent rounded pebbles (typicallyplto 0.05 m) frequent
modern cbm fragments (to 0.10 rahd very frequent charcoal staining. It and rtsachined surface
produced a moderate scatter of sherdgrarisferprinted orplain Refined White Earthenwal@&EFW;
180571 1900+) some Cl9th/earlier C20th English Stonewares and a little Pord&&iRO; 17451
1900+) a less dense scatter of moderrsetglass and few oyster shells.

Although cbm and charcoal were less frequenfiieas 2 and 3representing the part of the park not
incorporated until 192(2] appeared to bBhomogeneouandall materialrecovered from it/unstratified

on its machinedurfacebelonged to the C19th/early C20th

Cut through[2] or at least (sometimes intermittently) detectable in its suri@eee numbers of modern
features, mainly relating to successive phases of land drainage. These features were summarily plal
and sample excavated to establish their forms but were not formally con(ertetktails available in
archive)

In Area 1lther werealsothree rammed pebble foundations femoved and unidentifiechodern park
features A, B and Con Fig 17) cut into [2] but most features were land drains. Four styles of these were
recognised.

One example irea 1(Fig. 17) comprised red teacotta land drain sections lain in a ogt wider than

the drain sectionscut down through [3] as far as the top of [4nd backfilled with sterile
gravelredeposited [2])/[3] A secondexample, which showed an angular turn in its coFsg. 17),
compised white extruded longitudinally ridged fired clay land drain secteamdarly lain in a cut no
wider than the drain sections asihilarly backfiled However,the otherearlier prelater C20th land
drainsin Area 1(Fig. 17) comprisedat least three parallel probablyshaped c. 0.30 m wide cuts filled
with sterile gravef

Three &amples othe white extruded longitudinally ridged fired clay land drain siyége also recorded

in Area 3(Fig. 17), but presumedre-later C20tHand drains appeared to be less common aedeabsent

in Area 2

The prelater C20th land drains mayell have related to drainage of the area prior to the formation of the
park and been contemporary wifirobabledisturbanceof [2], thoughsome couldoerhapsconceivably
have related tanitiativesto maintaindrainage inthe park in the earlier C20th.

The fourth style of(later C20th/C21spark drainagg land drain comprised shallow-Shaped cuts
containing late C20th or C21st corrugated black plagtiepbackfilled with stéle pea shingleMultiple
close separallel examplegnot illustratedl were recordeéh two orientationgnorth south on the west and
east west on the east) Area 3 More widely spaced examples ran east wéshe east and west ends of
the southern margin ofrea 1 A similar but larger width feature crossingyea 3 east wes(not
illustrated was also recorded

All areas showed a c. 0.150.20 m thick (though sometimes thinner) dark yellowish brownY(R(3/6)
largely sterile clayey silt loam topsoil, [1], above [2] and giving a relatively flat grassed surface at
+16.801 18.20 m OD with gentle slopes down towards the east and south of the site.

The WWII Air Raid SheltdFigs 4 and 18 20)

T

One othemodern feature was presenbnstructed in a cut down at least into the gravel [6]. Thisavas
WWII public air raid shelter, [28]it wascut through by the electricity cabiestallationtrench to the east
of the gas mainnstallationpit in Area 1(Fig. 4) and ©ntractor clearance of further arelasfore the
removal of much of the sheltallowed alargely completeplan of it to be recordecdnd some of its
internal fittings to be recovered/recorded.

The shelter had a relatively simpleshaped plancomprising an entrance stairwell, a vestgband, at
right angles to this to form a blast baffle, a main chamber

The entrance stairweltover photofaced north, wa6.90m wide and2.85 m long, descendirig76m by

11 cast concrete steps (with 0.16high risers and 0.28 m broad treadsrts of six of which were seen
Its walls ([28A]) were 0.18 m thick arfdrmed of unAreinforced concrete probably using locally (?on site)
guarried gravel and clearly pourgdsituas shown by their rough cast ouf@ces and shuttering marle

c. 45° to the horizontabn their smooth inner face$here was no evidence for how the stairwell was
roofed, but &timber superstructure abovastlikely to have existed.

3 Other land drains were clearly present in the eastern part of ArBacligh5), but this area was not assed at the topsoil
stripping stage due to modern gas main installation disturbance.
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It led to a 1.00 m wide, 1.70 m long vestibulepugh any evidence of a blast screen/doors at the base o
the stairs was removed by the cutting of the electricity cable installation trench before the shelter w
identified. Beyond the vestibule the main cham(f¥s 2 and3), accessed by a 1.00 m wid&rance, was
2.10 m wide and 8.60 m long internallijhe vestibule and main chamber walls ([28B@re constructed

of pre-cast concrete panel$.81 m highThey were 0.45 m widand 0.05 m thick witlive evenly spaced
cast horizontastrengthening bs 0.30 m apartio their inner facesThe strengtheningbsran at an angle

at each end where they me@tl0 m long tapering returns at each esfdthe panel each with two
embedded vertical steetinforcingrods and a half hexagonrebat t he | engt h of th
(Fig. 18, inse}. The floos werepoured concrete slab

The root of the vestibule and main chamber had been collapsed inwards fragmentedon
decommissioning of the sheltso there was no clear evidence ofittierm. But photographic evidence
from a similar shelter at Little Park, Enfield (B). suggests that they were formed of-pesst flat panels
similar to those forming the wal({ghough withcurvedmargins probably effectively giving the chamber a
heightin its centre of c. 2.45 )nThe Little Park panelkad matching casttsengthening ribsand steel
reinforcing rodswhich remained protruding from the tops of the wall pamelélbany (Pls 2 and 3
presumably came from these roof panéfe wall and roof panels tmg evidently been cemented
together The upper surface of the roof wpkobablyhave beera little abovecontemporary ground level
(here+17.39 m OD) and could have been additionallytgeted with mounded eaféixcavated gravel
However, at the faeast)end of the main chamber the central wall panel had been omitted and replace
by a brick structure which is likely to have related to an escape hatch as its 0.685 m square ironscover
found in the vicinit.y4)hadlahcast reliefVatigpaiternand gwo €anceritra c e
rings of eight ventilation holes, closable with a screw wheel mechanism mpuiitted boss topped bolt,

on its under sidgPl. 5), which also hada flanged edge. The hatch was hinged by means of a lug
projecting from each end of one side and opened by means of a cranked bar.

There were few signs of other fixed internal features, but six concrete plinth bfegk$q, inset 0.40 m

high, 0.27 x 4 m at the basandtapering to 0.22 x 0.24 m at the top) were recovémaah the south

side of the main chamherhey hadcentral 0.04 m wide, 0.06 m deep rectangular channels running acros
the centre of their top faceghich retairedtraces of wooden beams and iron naitsl they may wekhave
formed the supports for e.g. benches, along the saaittof the chamber.

DISCUSSION
The Pleistocene and early Holocesgatigraphy recordedspeciallyin Area 1 broadly corresponds to
theborehole data and landscape modelling presented in Corebadf2011, 128ff).
The site lieon the eastern side tfeir Terrain 3/Landscape Zone bthe low terrace above the western
side of the floodplain of the Leendformed by thePleistocend_eyton (= Kempton ParkiGravels. These
deposits, represented on site mainly by the gravels [26]28]](with clay [25] interveningbetween
them) [6] and[4], have also been recordatisimilar levelsn two nearby borehole$g39ne/161 and 226;
Corcoranet al2011, 116 Fig. 78) and were deposited c. 30j060120,000 BP (Early to Mid Devensian
cold stage).
The on site succession suggestshange in degsition conditions at a relatively early stage as indicated
by the clay [25] before gravel accumulationcammenced However, how widespread this was is
unknown as contractor cuts to this depth were limited.
Another(localised hiatus ingraveldeposition between [7] and [@Jasindicated by the narrow clay band
[11], thisrepresentindower energy environment fluvial accumulation, perhaps in shallowebodfairly
still wateron an undulating land surface
More significant but still locali®d, variations in the depositional sequence were representeta 1by
the broadly north soutipaleochannels [12dnd[13], indicatingfluvial scouringby shifting watercourses
especially following the deposition of stratigraphic units [7] and YBhilst [13] was itselffilled by
gravels indicating higher energy water flows, fills [9] and [8] of channel [12] suggest a less energel
depositional environment such as a partly cut off channel.
The artefacts recovered fromh e f or mer s i t eclearly deNMedkfremy these Rieistocene r
gravels andhe current work recovered a single very rolled primary flakeceivablyderiving from the
production of date Upper Palaeolithic implemeritom [6] (see AppendiB). A small number of eoliths
(flints superficially resembling humanly modified material but in fact the result of natural processes) we
also notedalong with two conceivably anthropogertiems(see Appendix) from [7], however, noother

certainly humanly struck material wascovered and nenvironmental finds such as fragments of $he
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calledé Ar c t i (cafts®fefrdzerbclay and organic materjathich are sometimes present in a derived
context in these grave{s.g.Corcoraret al (2011, 145ff) wereidentified here.

Never the less the recording of the Pleistocene deposits in an archaeological exposure rather th:
borehole, relatively fewopportunitiesfor which now occur in this part of the Lea Valley, hagtself
provided useful information on the detailed deposal history of thd_eyton (= Kempton Park) Gravels.

In particular it demonstrates the degree of variability in the presence or absence, and or thickness
specific stratigraphic units (such as [4]) over relatively short distances, probably emphhsisffgct of
micro-topographic variations and localised erosional processes on the forisiatioral of the gravels.

In contrast to thesuccessiosometimes recordethe Pleistocene/Holocene transition at Albany Park was
not represented by any peat deposits. Rathéwrea 1the gravels werelirectly overlain byHolocene
clays ([10] and [#]) as in the boreholes noted aboiéese in some cases humiclaysmay have been
deposited by overbank flooding of the Lieaa marshy environmenandheretheir deposition may have
beenlimited by the slightly elevated grourttien existingat the west edge d&rea 1, explaining their
absencan this areaTheir absence fromrea 3 inthe southern part of the site, closer to theyiosl
course of Turkey Brook, might be duerteerine or run offerosionof themif, indeed, they had formed
this close to a water courseney may have been deposited over a prolonged period starting in prehistor
andalsohave filled minor watercoursesich as [27in Area 1,which could have been western outliers of
the originally multi-channel course of the Léar possibly north south sections of otherwise east flowing
tributaries of it)

Another of these gdeochannalin Area 1, [22], suggests the presence of a watercourse with a slightly
more complex cutting and depositional history at the end of the Plemg#andor an early stage of the
Holocene before the deposition of the main Holocene clays. In this instance it may reprteansition
from higher energy depositionahvironmentto more variable conditions that included episodes of-semi
marsh formatn (fill [22]) as well as gravel depositidfill [19]) beforemarshland (represented by fill
[18]) became the predominant environment.

However, towards the north east sideAoga 1gravel[24] replacedandat one point appeared twerlay
themainHolocene clayghere [14]) filling eithera naturalcut or a relatively extensive voiith them The

g r a voddind@ssinclearbutit wasabsent on the south east sidéAofa 1so it is likely thatit represers

a relativelydiscretefeature. Whether that might be a channel ancestrautkey Brook would require
further evidence to determine, but the historic line of the brook lay over 200 m to the south

Later Holocene depositomprised [3] and [2], the former a general layeclafeysilt perhaps deriving
from increasing floodinghere presumablgf Turkey Brook) which has been suggestedaaactor in the
probable decrease in occupation on lthe terrace above the western side of the floodplain of the Lea
from the Roman perio{Corcoranet al 2011, 121f). The recovery of a fairly large but abraded section of
the base o& South Hertfordshirg¢ype Greyware dishbwl from this deposiin Area 3,on part of the $e
which would have bordered the gt820 course of the brook, butmd other cultural materiaiight well
suggest such a formation processl that it was in train during the Medieval period.

A fairly thin overlaying deposit of2], a clayey siltmore closely resembling brickearth than,[Bjay
suggestontinuingbut chaging alluvial deposition, probably afleanerbrickearthderived river ediment
from Turkey Brook, through overbank floodingt may be attractive to suggest that this change in
alluviation should be correlatedth increasing upstream deforestatitthoverlay the filled ditch [30] and
bank [31] and, whilst it could have begun to accumulate earlier if removed by the ditch and cut [29], tt
appears to demonstrate that it was at least in part accruing afeemdescreated.

Dating evidence fronthe bank and ditchvas limited to a single English Stoneware (ENGS; 1v00
1900+) sherd from the ditch and the presence of a brick core to the bank, but the brick fragments w
consistent with an Cth/C18th or earlyC19th century datand it seems likely that the field boundary
they comprised was created at least in part in response to flo@dingh may have led to the formation

of an iron pan at the top of [7§s the ditch was deeply cut into, and the bank had ba#t in a trench
that also contacted, the underlying better drained gravel. The evidence then tends to suggest that [2]
deposited by periodic flooding of farmlamdrelatively recent times.

A single probably Mesolithic scraper was recovered fii@in(see Appendix3), but was obviously
residual and learly this horizonhad anywaybeen disturbedjkely during (?later) C19th farming/land
drainageimprovement The dcepositionof cultural material(conceivably including through night soiling)

4 Formerly eferred to bye.g.Warrenetal( 1 9 3 4, 101) as Omarsh cl aybo.
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then, dumg the works to relirect Turkey Brook in the earlier C19th or connected widimy re-
landscaping at the time that the park was created, or more likely c.d8@8gems likely

There was therefore little evidence fatensive preModernhuman geof the area and it is likely that it
has alwaysepresentedarmland, probably subject to periodic flooding at least well into Muglern
period,before it became a public park.

However it is now clear, despite the absence of contemporary records, that Albany Park was theg site of
least onepublic air raid shelter in WWIIThough only one was recorded in the present wokguid be
thatseveral were constructed arico a line of hem along the east side of the park might be suggested
from parallels at other parks in the borough (e.g. Dearne 20h&}j.recordedthoughwasin the north
eastcornerof the parkandevidentlyaccesseffom thenorth soit atleastpresumablyservedresidentsin

the BeaconsfieldRoadareawho would haveaccessethe park via two nearbyfootbridges acrossTurkey

Brook which it was equidistant between An aerial photograph taken in 1947
(https:/lwww.britainfromabove.org.uk/en/image/EAWO007)L&8Is to showany definite traceof this or
othershelterssoit/they may havebeendecommissionedhortly aftertheend of thewar.

Comparison with other known shelters in Enfield by lan K. Jones suggestgitiest the relatively thin
pre-cast panels usethe Albany examplevould have given only degree of protection at least from a
direct hit (as demonstrated at Ezifl County School where a near direct hit burst the shelter open despite
photographic evidence suggesting that its prefabricated panels were in fact thicker th&illaereand
Jones 209, 102. However, he notes that other shelters with relatively thin panels used in at least parts
their structures are known locallg.g. at Oakwood Scho@bp cit, 57 and at Little Park (PB)), and this
emphasises that the construction details of WWII sreltould vary considerably from site to sae did

the permanence/elaboration of their internal fittiffddDearne 2015; Pinchbeck 2011).

CONSERVATION AND RESEARCH IMPLICATIONS
There would only appear to be limited conservatiad researchmplications for the site as there was no
evidence fora significant preVWII archaeological resource existing here. However, the presence of,
potentially several, WWII air raid shelters may be noted and the preservation/study ofinvstalktions
Is increasingly seen as desirable, so that any future developments in the park should take account of th
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APPENDIX 1: ARCHIVE NOTE
1 The archive forAPB20 is held at the London Borough of ##ld Museum Service/EAS archive and
includes:
1 inked copies of all plans and sections; context register and original context sheets; photographic im
register; digital image archive; the retained finds; and this report.

APPENDIX 2: CONTEXT INDEX AND SITE MATRICES

Context Type Description

1 Layer Topsoil

2 Layer Alluvium

3 Layer Alluvium

4 Layer Gravel

5 Fill Gravel

6 Layer and Fill Gravel

7and 7Aand 7B | Layer Gravel

8 Fill Clay and Sand

9 Fill Clay

10 Layer Sandy Clay

11 Layer Clay

12 Negative Feature | Paleochannel

13 Negative Feature | Paleochannel

14 Layer and Fill Clay

15 Negative Feature | Uncertain

16 Fill Clay

17 Fill Gravel

18 Fill Clay

19 Fill Clay and Gravel

20 Fill Gravel

21 Fill Gravel

22 Negative Feature | Paleochannel(s)

23 Layers (Within 7) | Gravel

24 Layer or Fill Gravel

25 Layer Clay

26 Layer Gravel

27 NegativeFeature | Paleochannel

28 Feature WWII Air Raid Shelter
29 Negative Feature | Field Boundary Construction Trench
30 Negative Feature | Field Boundary Ditch
31 Positive Feature | Field Boundary Bank
32 Fill Clayey Silt

33 Fill Clayey Silt
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APPENDIX 3: FINDS SUMMARY (Fig. 21)

lllustrated items are marked *

1 Struck Lithicgby Neil Pinchbeck

*1.1 Scraper (L. 4.0; W. 1.4; Th. 0.5 cm). Primary flake from a pebble of yellowish red (5 YR 4/8) flint
retaining a speckled pinkish grey (5 YR 7/2) cortex, the distal end retouched to form a narrow er
scraper. ?Mesolithic. [2]

*1.2 Primary flake (L3.5; W. 1.7; Th 0.7 cm). Dark brown (10 YR 3/3) flint with similarly coloured cortex.
Very rolled. Conceivably from the production of a late Upper Palaeolithic implement. [6]

1 Two very rolled items from [7]one conceivably knife/blade made on a crestéake of light grey chert
(L. 7.80;W. 2.80; Th. 0.90 cmand the other conceivably an ovate knife made on a flake of light brown
flint (L. 6.30; W. 4.00; Th. 0.90 cnhrwere also recovered, but both were too abraded to have confidence
in their identificationas (possibly early to mid Upper Palaeolithic) struck lithics rather than eoliths.

2 Coins

AE Y2d Edward VIl 1902 [U/S]

AE 1d George VI [U/S]

AE 1d lllegible [U/S]

3 Ceramics

*3.1 Base, bowl/dish (c. ¥4 of base/lower wall). SHER (11123@50). Grey c. and svith slightly oxidised
int. s. at centre of base. Flaring wall and (thin) base, slightly concave underneath. Abraded, but traces
knife trimming at base of wall. Such bowls/dishes usually have convex or at least near flat bases, but
base here is umsually thin and this may have been a poorly potted bowl/dish in which the base sagge
during drying. [3]

1 There was alsa base sherd from an off white int. and ext. glazed English Stoneware (ENGS; 1700
1900+) ?jar from [32]

1 The only other ceramic mateal (not retained) comprised Transfer Printed or Plain Refined White
EarthenwardREFW,; 1805/ 1900+), some later C19th/earlier C20th English Stonewaagsd, a little
PorcelainENPO; 1745 1900+) from [2] or its machined surfagso from [1] or [2]) Formscomprised
mainly food serving vessels (plates/platters ad a few bowls often blue transfer printed, though
examples of green and rose transfer printing were noted.

1 Joining sherds of a transfer printed preserves jar thv@tighthouse trademark of William P. Hartley and
mar ked ®@Loodloddh be dat ed dariginally biverpool Imdriufactunerhopened & h i
factory in Bermondseybut were U/S

1 Other vesselfom/on the surface of [2hcluded an English StonewaBeown Glazed ginger beer bottle.

1 (An extensive collection ofarchaeologically screenedl))S materialfrom all stages of the worksas
subsequently used as the basis for an associated schools outreach project.)

4 Metal Objects

T The only met al finds (not retained) were a co
of the paired wooden armfpm the machined surface of [2hd a number of relatively little corroded
iron pegs and rods (probably tent/marquee pegg)vered by contractoduring topsoil stripping

5 Clay Tobacco Pipes

1 A small number of stem fragments (not retained) came from [2] or its machined surface. No bowls we
recovered.

6 Vessel Glass

1 The only vessel glass (hot retained) was modernframa [2] or its machined surfac&trongly coloured

(blue and green) metal predominated and forms were mostly bottles including perfume/medicine bottles
small completevertically ribbedexample in clear glass being recovered U/S by contractors). Nowind
glass was present and wine bottle glass was rare, but occasional brown glass wine bottle sherds were n
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Fig. 1. Site Location (Ringed) in Relation to the Topography of the Borough
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Fig. 12 Section 5 (1:20)
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[7]

Fig. 15: Section 8 (1:20)
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Fig. 19: WWII Air Raid Shelter Elevation £1:50)

Fig. 20: Isometric Cutaway Reconstruction of the Air Raid Shelter by Neil Pinchbeck
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11 1.2

SHER 3.1

Fig. 21: Lithics (1:1) and Ceramics (1:4)

PI. 1: Section 3, Detail of [23] Within [7] (Photo Judith Stones)
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PI. 3: Air Raid Shelter Main Chamber Looking South (Photo Neil Pinchbeck)
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PI. 4: Air Raid Shelter Escape Hatch Cover (Front) (Photo Neil Pinchbeck)

PI. 5: Air Raid Stlelter Escape Hatch Cover (Back) (Photo Neil Pinchbeck)
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PIl. 6: WWII Air Raid Shelter at Little Park, Enfield (Interior, Probably Looking Towards the Vestibule)
(EAS Geoffrey Gillam Archive)
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